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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final 
rejection. Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 
37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely 
paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant 
to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 7/6/2010 has been 
entered. 

2. Claims 1-50 are pending. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 7/6/2010 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 



4. The applicant argues with respect to the independent claims that Odiaka 
does not disclose or suggest identification of common blocks of policy 
statements, the common blocks of policy statements sharing a similar 
structure, and at least one common block being re-used with a different 
assigned set of parameters as claimed. The applicant asserts, as clearly 
described in the present application, the claimed policy statements are not 
merely parameter values, default or otherwise, as interpreted in the Office 
Action. Rather, the applicant continues, the common blocks of policy 
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statements as currently claimed are re-usable constructs that can be used 
with different sets of parameters. 



5. The examiner disagrees. With regard to claim 1 , Odiaka discloses: 

to parameterize a routing policy, wherein the parameterizing includes 
identifying one or more common blocks of policy statements within the 
routing policy (column 7, lines 1-27 and column 7, Table 1; the system 
comprises a different "policy profiles" (e.g. table 1) comprised of "Data 
Fields" and "Values", which read on the claimed "policy statements"), the 
common blocks of policy statements sharing a similar structure (column 7, 
lines 1-27 and column 7, Table 1; each of the plurality of profiles comprise 
common "Data Fields" ("common structure")), and 

assigning sets of parameters to elements of the one or more common 
blocks, at least one common block being re-used with a different assigned 
set of parameters (column 7, lines 1-27 and column 7, Table 1; different 
policy profiles will have a different assigned values (i.e. "different assigned 
set of parameters") for each of the "Data Fields" (i.e. reused common 
blocks)). 

If it is the applicant's assertion, that "a routing policy" cannot comprise 
a plurality of policy profiles in the context of the claim, the examiner 
disagrees, as the applicant's specification illustrates the claimed 
"parameterization" may occur across a plurality of policies and a customer 
routing policy configuration may be a plurality of policies (see Specification 
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page 11, line 31 -page 12, line 20), and thus the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of routing policy may include multiple policies. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 40-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

8. Claim 40 recites, "machine-readable storage medium..." and the term 
"machine-readable storage medium" and may still be construed as 
components involving signals encoded with functional descriptive material 
(i.e. transitory media) that do not fall within any of the categories of 
statutory subject matter as set forth in 35 U.S.C. 101 . 

The claim may be amended by changing "machine-readable storage 
medium" to - "non-transitory machine-readable storage medium"--, thus 
excluding that portion of the scope covering transitory signals. The scope 
of the disclosure given the state-of- the-art covers both transitory and non- 
transitory media, and this amendment would limit the claim to an eligible 
(non-transitory) embodiment. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

10. Claims 1-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Odiaka (US Pat. 6,829,347) in view of Brawn et al (US Pat. 
7,020,718), hereafter "Brawn." 

1 1 .As to claim 1 , Odiaka discloses a computer-implemented method 
comprising: 

to parameterize a routing policy, wherein the parameterizing includes 
identifying one or more common blocks of policy statements within the 
routing policy (column 7, lines 1-27 and column 7, Table 1; the system 
comprises a different "policy profiles" (e.g. table 1) comprised of "Data 
Fields" and "Values", which read on the claimed "policy statements"), the 
common blocks of policy statements sharing a similar structure (column 7, 
lines 1 -27 and column 7, Table 1 ; each of the plurality of profiles comprise 
common "Data Fields" ("common structure")), and 

assigning sets of parameters to elements of the one or more common 
blocks, at least one common block being re-used with a different assigned 
set of parameters (column 7, lines 1-27 and column 7, Table 1 ; different 
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policy profiles will have a different assigned values (i.e. "different assigned 
set of parameters") for each of the "Data Fields" (i.e. reused common 
blocks)); and 

applying the parameterized-routing policy to a route (column 6, lines 
54-59, policy profile with defined parameters is applied to a new trail 
(route)). 

But, Odiaka does not explicitly disclose enabling a hierarchical 
arrangement of the one or more common blocks of policy statements 
within the routing policy. 

However, Brawn discloses a hierarchical arrangement of common 
blocks of policy statements within routing policies (column 9, lines 3-1 1 ; 
repeating policy patterns (i.e., they would contain common blocks) are 
assigned to route aggregation points at each hierarchy (i.e., they can be 
arranged hierarchically)). 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time of the invention to 
combine the teachings of Brawn and Odiaka in order to reduce complexity 
by arranging/applying routing policies in a hierarchical manner. 

12. As to claims 14, 27, and 40, they are rejected by a similar rationale to that 
set forth in claim 1's rejection. 

13. As to claims 2, 15, 28, and 41 Odiaka, discloses the routing policy 
comprises a plurality of policy statements (column 6, lines 60-63, editor 
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screen lists various parameters which can be selected and configured), 
and wherein the processor is to assign parameters to at least some of the 
policy statements and is to refrain from assigning parameters to at least 
some other of the policy statements to generate the parameterized-routing 
policy (column 7, lines 1-7, user controls may control parameter 
assignment; column 7, Table 1 list various parameters associated with 
policy statements; all policy statements need not have parameters, see for 
example "Balancing Mode. ..No-Adjustment"), and wherein the processor 
is to store the assigned parameters in the storage element (column 6, 
lines 60-63). 

14. As to claims 3, 16, 29, and 42, Odiaka discloses for the routing policy, 
generating at least one parameterized-policy statement having an 
associated set of parameters for one of either a customer or customer 
class (column 4, lines 42-43). 

15. As to claims 4, 17, 30, and 43, Odiaka discloses the routing policy 
comprises a plurality of policy statements, each policy statement having 
one or more differing values associated with one or more customers or 
customer classes (column 6, lines 60-63 and column 7, Table 1), and 
wherein the processor is to assign parameters to the one or more differing 
values of the policy statements (column 7, Table 1). 
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16. As to claims 5, 18, 31, and 45, Odiaka discloses storing the parameter 
sets in a parameter table, the table associating each set of parameters 
with either a customer or a customer class (column 7, Table 1 ; further 
column 7, lines 17-26, defines various default policies based upon 
customer needs). 

17. As to claims 6, 19, 32, and 47, Odiaka discloses parameterizing further 
comprises reusing the common blocks in the parameterized-routing policy 
(column 7, Table 1 and column 7, lines 17-26, i.e. class of service/default 
profiles) 

18. As to claims 7, 20, 33, and 48, Odiaka discloses parameterizing further 
comprises reusing the common blocks in another parameterized-routing 
policy (column 7, Table 1 and column 7, lines 17-26, i.e. class of 
service/default profiles). 

19. As to claims 8, 21, and 34, Odiaka discloses calling a parameterized 
policy with parameters from the parameter table based on one of either 
the customer or the customer class (column 7, Table 1 and column 7, 
lines 17-26, i.e. class of service profile (customer class)). 

20. As to claims 9, 22, 35, and 49, Odiaka discloses determining at least one 
of whether to accept the route (column 6, lines 60-63). 
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21 .As to claims 10, 23, and 36, Odiaka discloses when the route is accepted 
or modified, applying further comprises installing the accepted or the 
modified route (column 6, lines 60-63). 

22. As to claims 1 1 , 24, and 37, Odiaka discloses modifying attributes of the 
route, wherein modifying comprises at least one of changing an attribute 
(column 6, lines 60-63). 

23. As to claims 12, 25, 38, and 50, Odiaka discloses: 

identifying one or more common blocks of policy statements, the 
common blocks being common to more than one routing policy (column 7, 
lines 9-26 and column 7, Table 1 ; default values read on common blocks); 

generating a commonized routing policy from the one or more common 
blocks (column 7, lines 9-26 and column 7, Table 1; default values read on 
common blocks); and 

reusing the commonized routing policy by calling the commonized 
routing policy from within the more than one routing policy which uses the 
common blocks (column 7, lines 9-26 and column 7, Table 1; default 
values read on common blocks; a profile may be reused for different trails 
(routes)). 
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24. As to claims 13, 26, and 39, Odiaka discloses assigning parameters to at 
least some of the policy statements of the common blocks to parameterize 
at least some policy statements in the common blocks (column 7, lines 9- 
26 and column 7, Table 1 ). 

25. As to claim 44, Odiaka discloses parameterizing comprises assigning 
parameters to the one or more differing values of the policy statements 
(column 7, Table 1). 

Conclusion 

26. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thomas J. Dailey whose telephone 
number is 571-270-1246. The examiner can normally be reached on 
Monday thru Friday; 9:00am - 5:00pm. 

27. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Thu Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-6967. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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28. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

II. J. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



/THU NGUYEN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2452 



